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ABSTRACT 

The purpose of this study was to examine college 
grades of students, transfer and native, to determine the 
relationship between grades and transfer status, sex, college 
division, and major field of study, and their interaction to 
determine if these variables were related to student achievement. The 
study focused on the two institutional characteristics; division and 
major field, and on the joint relationship of variables. The subjects 
of the study were 128 randomly selected students attending the State 
University of New York at Oswego. Transfer students were defined as 
those who had completed more than 30 hours at another institution, 
while native students were defined as those who had completed less 
than six semester hours at another institution. The relationships 
between the independent and dependent variables were analyzed by 
means of a completely randomized 2X2X2X2X factorial of variance. The 
results indicated chat non-science majors had a significantly higher 
GPA than did science majors, and that there was a statistically 
significant interaction between transfer status and the division 
enrolled; transfer students did better in the Division of 
Professional Studies, while the native did better in the Division of 
Arts and Sciences. (AF) 








lliE TRANSFER STUDENT 
IN THE ANALYSIS OF 



an institutional VARIABIE 

JUNIOR YEAR COLLEGE MARKS 



,H,s 





Robert E. Schell 
Assistant Dean of Students 
State University College 
Oswego, New York 

August 3, 1970 



O 

ERIC 



1 



The Ti“ansfor Student: an Institutional Variable 

in the Analysis of Junior Yea'r College Marks 



Transfer students have become an increasing and persistent problem for the. 
four~‘year college and university. Trent and Medslcer (1968) have indicated that 
more than one-third of a national sample of students who entered college in 1959 
changed institutions at least once, ^^edsker (1960) further indicated that more 
than four out of eve?:y ten students who attended cotianunlty colleges had succesa- 
full}/ transferred to four -year institutions* In view of the rapidly Increasing 
ntuiiber of community colleges and their growing population of students, as well as 
tho increasing mobility of college students in four-year institutions,, these 
?lnstitutiou3 must make plans to deal with a new uj>per“division populatiOM.. 

Community colleges have a stake in the transfer situation, Hhile fwr- 
year college and university administrators have begun to pt^rceive the community 
ccjliege as a necessary adjunct to the state education system and as a means of. 
relieving the ever growing admissions pressure, the cotmiunity college sees its 
reputation and status in the community closely tied to the success of its trans- 
fer students* If its transfer students are not accepted for admission or if they 
do not achieve adequate college marks and eventual graduation, the community 
college's sou7,'ces of local support are likely to diminish* (Blocker, Plurraaer,, 
and Richardson^ 1965) On an institutional basis, the two-year college hjis a large 
3talx& in the smooth assimilation of the transfer student into the four-yuar college 
and university,. 

Even if the community college transfer student was not a tiajor factor in the 
transfer process, the four«year college or university would have to face the 
problems created by student mobility. Many students change institutions in the 
course of their college career. Schell (1970) has pointed out that almojit fifty 
percent of the students voluntarily withdrawing from a state college indicate 

plans to transfer to another institution. Many others plan to withdraw for 
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j.imiced periods of tiwc to ooh/e pe.7:sonal o): family prob3>n:7^4 ;:nd then to -:eak 

admission to another inctitiition- TIk' raobliity of stvidentr; :ru consrstenr loith i:h<: 

vocational and geographic mobility of theis: parents « (Jencks and Rlesman, 196S) 

This neij nobility has fo?;ced colleges and aniversitles to consider uev patterns of 

adnassionSy new upper '^d?t,vis ion curricula;, aryi new app7:oaches to orientation^ 

Wrenn (1963) challenged the four-^year institutions to: 

Prcfvide orientation and adjustroent services for transfer students chat 
are equal In quality and extensiveness to those provided for freshmen » 
w , • Transfer students* « .are perceived as juniorSj> or sophomores as 
the case may be and expected to be as institutionally and academically 
kncrt^ledgeable as native juniors >. Of course, they are notj they are 
freshmen in every sense of the word * « p (p, 161) 

The literature abounds with recent studies that attempt to shed light on the 
transfer process and the relationships between the characteristics of the success^ 
ful transfer* students and their less successful counterparts. Young (?l.964) and 
Lunneborg and Lunneborg (1967) have indicated that the consnunity college grade-^ 
point-avairage is a less effective predictor of transfer success than is a corabin-^ 
ation of high school average and standardised test results, Lunneborg and 
Lunneborg (1967) also attempted to determine the effect of the comii;unity college 
characterises on the grGde«p03.nt*-averoge of transfer students. Hills (1955) 
reviewed the literature to determine the differences in achievement between tranrw 
far students and native students and concluded that no consistent differences were 
established > Other studies (Trent and lyiedsker, 1968) have focused on patterns of 
flow and attrition rates and have reached similar conclusions^ Finally studies 
have been made of the sociological characteristics of transfer students 
(Anthony, 19640 and personality characteristics of transfer students ^ (Trent and 
Medsker, 1965) ^ile these studies have provided valuable information In the 
development of the screening function of admissions, the variables studied are of 
little use in the development of orientation and adjustment programs. 
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'rhe ptirpo:^;e of fchis study t?as to e:iamiafe the. collGg,e niarks of Bludeuts, i:r<rao- 
fer and nati.vo^ to determine the relationship bot^resn mar*krt and tiransfer atatu.s;., 
sex, college division, snd major field of study and their interaction in order to 
detennine if these variables were related to studeut achier'/ement, Tb.13 study 
tended to focus on two institutional characteristics > division and lusjor ,or;d 

to provide data on the joint relationship of variables. 

METHOD 

One hundred and twenty-height junior students attending the State Unix=^e:rslty 
of Ycft'kvf College of Arts and Sciences at Oswego '^iTere randomly selected frenv the 
official rooter of the College for the spring 1969 semester, > Eight s^Midents yjeve 
selected to represent each of the sixteen possible combinatir^ns of the femr inde- 
pendent variables*. Tl^e semester grade-point-average for each of these full-tinvi 
students Has then obtained from the official records of the Collegeo 

Tlie independent variables (transfer status, sex^ division, and field of st’udy) 
i^xe selected because of their apparent relationship to the achieven^rit of students 
their reliability and accessibility, and their potential impact on tluj campus 
coxTinunity., 

Transfer students x>yere defined as those who had cccxapletad thirty or more 
semester hours at another Institution. Native students were de.tiiv^d as those Xvdio 
hed completed less than six semester hours at another institnttont, 

Students in the Division of Arts and Sciences vare defined as those who had 
indicated this option at the spring semester registration*, Students who were xa 
the Division of Professional Studies were defined as those who had indicated their 
placement in eiementar5s secondary, or industrial arts education at the registrar" 
tion for the spring semester. 

Students majoring in the field of science were those xdio indicated that their 
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SOURCE 


SS 


d£ 


■<;e 


F 




A Tran!:;fGr status 


0.099'o 


1 


0,0996 


0 . .26 




. Oj 


B Sex 


I., 1269 


.:. 


l.i2o9 


2,39 


.01 


C DivisiOi'v 


0.0661 


i. 


0„0361 


o,.n 


, 00 


D Major 


1.9577 


I 


1.9577 




v;3 


A X B 


0„0429 
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0..U 


/iO 


A C 


1„ 3745 
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1.8745 


4.8I-- 




A X U 


0.2083 
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0,2038 


0 . 54 
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B X C 


0„041.0 
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0,0410 


o.n 
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B X D 
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0..56 


.00 


G X U 
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1.4175 


3.64 
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A X B X C 
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A X. B X D 


0.0671 
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A X C X D 
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0.5370 


1.38 


.. 00 


B X C X n 


0,0382 


1 


0.0382 


0.10 


, CO 


A X B X C X D 


0„0660 


i 


0.0660 


0.17 


,.ro 


Within 


43.6083 


112 


0,3890 







Total 31.9045 12V 

^ P Z 

Koo'-^ science majors had a significantly higher gradc^point-^avevago than did 
science majors (mean GPA's of 2,73 and 2„48 respectively) . This difference v?aG 
independent of the other variables and accounted for thr^se percent of the total 
variance of spring 1969 semester masrks for juniors ^ 

Tliere was a statistically significant interaction bet\f?pen the transfer statiis 
and the division in which they x^ere emroiled*, TABLE 2 presents the rtsc-^an gradG'-point- 
average for the four groups involved.. 
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Theic- d.-;v:j iaCtc^^vVie t'ncX '.h'^. o.cfecc. ov i :3 d j. ?' revc^n^. .^~;r 

in tVia lU.vjann^ -jf A\^r-?i and Sciencoii 1 r. is y.-r/i sniidr^nr.G in the^ Dlvisin.n 

Fro feen i.onai Sttidie^e. TrRr{ST>.^r s^sudcnr;.’^ dr.^ bvitc.pa Jr.han Ahcir natlv-'; ccxiiiterpar?: i-; 
in the Dix?-j sion ?cX'Cff^fiu>i^>naI Studies:, oar tlr-L-c are revovr?ad. in Avta and 

^iicienceo . 

V?hl ie they d 3 d not raach g tat i s t ina 1 Xy ^ .lj;:n1 Ul. ca nr. Icr. ve t he re w^vi c- J3crae 

factvjrs that accounted for nvoporfc \ rai of r.he Koi.ai varlancf-: of sr.udernt inarhC'. 

A.n 5.areraction betv5een iiiajcr field and di.viajon accounted for tvo percent, of the 
variance £<nd aciL accounted for one percent of the variance. Both of these effects 
v.?ere unrelated tes the transfer status cf studeots.. 

In essence 5 the independent variabh^s selected for this study accounted fc<r 
nine percent af the variance in rhe gr-ade-pcint*-- average of tlvi students in the 
sample « 

DISCUSSION 

These data indicate that the instituticsnal variables do have so™ eft^ct oa 
the college marks of students. In this instance the selection a Division made 
a considerable diff^iirence in tha achievement of. transfer students and their 
native counterparts « These data do not supply any insight into tfm reasons that 
these differences exist, but they are indicative of the fact that transfer stud- 
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:U f rtironcef; v j/obaV* ly •::^: o!il «:>;; tn.:* 

i-:i!:5Litu^i/^n . hau am >.i:oJcav:ivc: -vv paabloi^^ ana Rt:roi>r^i:h^; o)f Cr:\n:uei: 

P;:dGnii:^ .. 

It it; tv i:jK' brr.VGrr; 3c>.«vi'C‘’ \iTci;ia?-!?; avid noa 

science jralOTS appear t:C> he tii-a;elaLCd :o dha status c>v th;‘- students 

involved; \t i-; aild not ha\?e aeon £;nrprisine ■:-: dj fc tuo;; rb;n-; uchirvojiaa'i: :> n the 
sciences ard irransfev atstaa tras velated, 

COI:ICI..UyXOKS 

Gvi the basis of thiii study :U: xvoijld 3e;^m r<n;.:a:;nable l;c o.->dc )/> ido that; 

1. Genera 11 stable statetrienfs shout; the achievoir.snt differGnees 
between transfe?: and natrra 5 tridents <aro> at best^ tenuous, 

2„ Institutional variabies do effect the achievement of tirans*-- 
for students., 

3. CevVcai-Ti ins titufr local variables have the satTio efface on 
transfer students as they do on native students, 

4, O7:ieutation and ad justiaent prograuis might fruitfully con- 
centrate some of their efforts on helping the transfer 
student to adjust the v^u’y^ing demands of the Divisions^ 

h>zi*ther studi<3-s should be carried mit to detervilue the 
effect of other institutional ^variables on the achieve'- 
nient of transfer students with special attention paid 
to the interaction ox transfer status with these 
variables „ 

GUMM^VRY 

One hundred and twenty-eight students were randioml^^' selected according to 
thelr transfer status j, sex^ division^ and field of study. The marks they had 
earned during the spring semester of their junior year were analysed to deter- 
mine the effect of each factor and the interaction of ths factors*,. Statistic- 
ally significant differences v/ere fvound befci^een the marks of science majors and 
non‘-science majors.. A significant xnteractiox) bctw;'een transfer status and 
division was also observed o 
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